The Special Committee on Institutional Votes was established at the XVIII International Botanical Congress (IBC), in Melbourne in 2011, with the mandate to consider the procedure by which institutional votes are allocated and to report to the XIX IBC in Shenzhen in 2017. The Special Committee contacted institutions worldwide and urged them to update their entries in Index Herbariorum and to request institutional votes for the first time or an increase in allocated votes. The Committee sent its recommendations for changes to the list of institutional votes for the Melbourne IBC to the Bureau of Nomenclature, which, in collaboration with the Special Committee, revised the list to produce the new list for the Shenzhen IBC. This new list was sent to the General Committee for final approval, as required by the International Code of Nomenclature for algae, fungi, and plants. The General Committee approved the list, which is now presented in this report.
The International Code of Nomenclature for algae, fungi, and plants (ICN; McNeill & al., 2012) was last amended at the Nomenclature Section of the XVIII International Botanical Congress (IBC), held in Melbourne, Australia, in July 2011, and will next be amended at the XIX IBC in Shenzhen, China, in July 2017 (see http://www. ibc2017.cn/). Decisions at the Nomenclature Section of an IBC are made by voting, which is of two kinds: personal votes and institutional votes, as specified in Div. III.4(b) of the ICN. Whereas an individual member of the Nomenclature Section has one personal vote, an institution may have up to seven institutional votes, which are carried by a delegate of that institution, i.e., a registered member of the Section, provided that no person carries more than 14 institutional votes. In November and December 2015 the Special Committee attempted to notify all institutions of their right to cast institutional votes at the Nomenclature Section of the XIX IBC. An information packet was assembled and sent as a PDF file to all correspondents from the institutions listed in Index Herbariorum (IH; Thiers, continuously updated). The PDF file included a letter explaining the process, a short form to fill out about the activity of the institution, a list of all the institutional votes allocated at the two previous IBCs, and instructions on updating the IH file for an institution. Only those institutions wishing to change the number of votes they were allocated, or wishing to ask for a vote or votes for the first time, needed to fill out the form. The same information was posted on the International Association for Plant Taxonomy (IAPT) website (http://www.iapttaxon.org), and all members of the IAPT and the American Society of Plant Taxonomists (ASPT) were sent an e-mail notifying them of the location of the documents. The information was also posted on the biological systematics online discussion list Taxacom (http:// mailman.nhm.ku.edu/cgi-bin/mailman/listinfo/taxacom). The cover letter was translated into Spanish by one of the Committee members and distributed to the Latin American institutions. The Committee also made a special effort to attract Chinese institutions, but only a few responses were received.
The original deadline for all forms to be returned was 1 February 2016, but it was extended to 1 April. When the forms were collated, 80 responses had been received, of which 54 were from institutions that had not previously been allocated any votes. Of these, four did not request any votes (one of them failing to provide adequate information or contact details) and 50 requested one or more votes. The remaining 26 responses were from institutions that had previously been allocated votes. Of these, 13 requested an increase in their number of votes and 13 did not. There then followed two rounds of comments by the Committee members, and in the end agreement was found on nearly all the issues. In keeping with previous IBCs, every institution requesting a vote or votes for the first time was allocated at least one vote. The Committee comprised 24 members (see below), and a total of 12 members (including the Convener and Secretary) participated in the discussions.
The results of the discussions were sent in August 2016 to the Bureau of Nomenclature, which reviewed and agreed with all the Committee's recommendations except for suggesting two adjustments, to The revised list of institutional votes for the XIX International Botanical Congress in Shenzhen is given below in the following format: herbarium code (according to Index Herbariorum); allocated number of votes; " * " indicating that the institution exercised its institutional vote(s) at the Melbourne IBC; "new" indicating that the institution is new to the list for Shenzhen; " 1↑ " indicating that the allocated votes have been increased by one vote since Melbourne. The " + " symbol is used between herbarium codes when two or more institutions are treated together, e.g., CAN + CANA + CANL + CANM are treated as a single institution with five votes. The total number of institutions on the list is 542; the total number of institutional votes that could potentially be exercised is 926.
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